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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth 
in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
August 25 th 2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 48 and 52 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 48, and 51-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yuen (US Pat. 6,477,705) in view of McKissick et al. (US PG Pub. 
2006/0190966) 

With regards to claim 48 and 52, Yuen disclose a receiver apparatus and a 
method comprising a receiving unit (see fig. 1) for receiving a television broadcast 
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signal (see column 1 lines 32-34) and program information of a plurality of broadcast 
programs (see column 4 lines 55-column 5 line 3) that are multiplexed. 

an image generation unit (video processor) for generating an EPG based on 
program information (col. 5 lines 12-16). 

A control unit (24) for controlling the image generation unit so as to generate a 
plurality of EPG images with a same EPG screen layout according to at least three 
operation modes (fig. 3 showing a "main menu" mode, fig. 4 showing a "surf guide" 
mode, fig. 6 showing a "scan guide" mode). 

The EPG in a main menu mode comprises a two dimensional program guide 
table and a selected program window (44) in which program information relating to a 
broadcast program selected by the user on the two dimensional program is 
displayed (see fig. 3, column 5 lines 64-66). This main menu mode of Yuen reads 
on the claimed "normal program selection mode". 

Yuen fails to disclose the second and third modes comprising a 
"recommended program selection mode" and "recommended program import mode" 
respectively, wherein the program recommended selection mode adds to the EPG in 
the normal program selection mode, a recommended index input window in which a 
recommended index input by the user for the broadcast program is displayed, 
wherein a recommendation information including the recommendation index can be 
exported to an external apparatus that is accessible by another user; and in the 
recommended program import mode the program information for the broadcast 
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program recommended by another user is notably displayed on the EPG image in 
the normal program selection mode. 

In an analogous art, McKissick discloses a method of a recommending 
programs from a program guide, using recommendation index (evaluation), wherein 
the recommendation including the recommendation index can be exported to an 
external apparatus which is accessible by another user ([0015], wherein user can 
send messages to other users that are connected the user's television distribution 
facility through a communications network, wherein the messages maybe reminder 
message to watch a particular program). This is accomplished by incorporating a 
"messaging feature" into a program guide [0053], that allows a user to transmit 
messages (including evaluation) regarding programs to a user at a remote location. 
An evaluation comprising a recommendation index input window (182, 184, 186, 
188) in which a recommendation index input by the user for the selected program is 
displayed [0098] on a program information screen [0113]. 

McKissick further discloses that evaluations received maybe transmitted in a 
variety of formats [0099] after it is received by the STB [0126], [0128]. It should be 
noted again that McKissick discloses that such messaging features maybe provided 
on the program information screen. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the 
teachings of McKissick in the system of Yuen so that a plurality of users at remote 
locations can recommend programs to one another and interact through a program 
guide system. It should be note that Yuen discloses that a program information 
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screen (46) is displayed along with program listings in a normal program guide 
mode. Therefore in the modified system, when a user chooses to recommend a 
program to another user, the system adds to the normal program guide, the 
evaluation message window comprising a recommendation index input window on a 
program information screen, in which a recommendation index input by the user for 
the selected program is displayed. The modified system further comprises the step 
wherein when a recommendation message is received by the STB, it is displayed on 
the program information area of the EPG, thereby "notably displaying" on the EPG 
image the program information for the program information recommended by 
another user in the normal program selection mode. This reads on the claimed 
"recommended import mode". 

With regards to claim 51 , the modified system further comprising a selecting unit 
(remote controller unit 28) for selecting the broadcast program selected by the user 
from a plurality of broadcast programs contained in the two dimensional program 
guide table and the processing unit for processing the video signal of the selected 
broadcast program (see column 6 lines 14-25). 

5. Claims 49-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Yuen 
(US Pat. 6,477,705) in view of McKissick et al. (US PG Pub. 2006/010966) as 
applied to claim 48 above and further in view of Herz et al. (US Pat. 6,020,883) 

With regards to claim 49, the modified system does not disclose, "wherein in the 
EPG image in the recommended program import mode, the two dimensional 
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program is displayed with a different display form for program boxes on the table 
between the recommended and non-recommended broadcast program". In an 
analogous art, Herz discloses a method of highlighting recommended programs 
directly on the EPG so that they can be emphasized to the viewer. See column 22 
lines 66-67. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to further 
modify the system in view of Herz' teaching by highlighting the recommended 
programs directly on the EPG so that they can be emphasized to the viewer. By 
highlighting the recommended programs, the recommended broadcast program is 
displayed with a different display form for program boxes on the table from the non- 
recommended broadcast program. 

With regards to claim 50, the modified system discloses displaying the 
recommended program with information representative of the recommendation 
indices (see [0099]). The modified is however silent on the step of highlighting the 
recommended broadcast program by displaying it brighter than other programs. 
Examiner further takes Official Notice that highlighting an item by displaying it 
brighter was well known in the art at the time of the invention. It would have been 
obvious to display the recommended program brighter in order to emphasize it to the 
user using brighter color, for highlighting or emphasizing the item to a user. 



Conclusion 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to USHA RAMAN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7380. The examiner can normally be reached on Tue-Fri: 8am-6:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Christopher Kelley can be reached on (571) 272-7331 . The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 

/Chris Kelley/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2424 

/Usha Raman/ 



